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Advance Praise for 
Manufacturing the Muslim Menace 



‘“Manufacturing the Muslim Menace: Private Firms, Public Servants, the 
Threat to Rights and Security’ is a “must read.” Thom Cincotta's heavily 
documented critical study uncovers and exposes the dangers to national security 
posed by a group of private security firms operating outside officially accredited 
systems. These firms offer anti-terrorism training programs, driven by an 
ideological agenda that trade facts for fiction and promote Islamophobic 
conspiracy theories that demonize mainstream Islam and Muslim 
communities.” 



-John Esposito 
Founding Director, Prince Alwaleed bin Talal 
Center for Muslim-Christian Understanding, 
Professor of religion, international affairs and 
Islamic studies Georgetown University 



“When the virus of Islamophobia is spread in courses and conferences for police 
and intelligence officers, as the report reveals, this does not bode well for 
cooperation and a relationship of trust between law enforcement and American 
Muslim communities. Most disconcerting is the revelation that those events are 
sponsored or condoned by federal and local agencies and that participant fees 
are paid by taxpayers. ” 

-Brigitte Nacos 
Professor of Political Science, 
Columbia University 



Preface 

WITCH HUNTS BY ANY OTHER NAME 

By Chip Berlet 

Ct J^ill them, including the children.” 

That’s how to solve the threat of violent militant Muslims? 

The above quote is from what one official involved in homeland security said was how she under- 
stood the underlying theme of a speech by Walid Shoebat at an anti-terrorism training in Las Vegas in 
October 2010. Our investigator had turned around after Shoebat’s speech and asked the woman seated 
one row back what she thought was the solution offered by Shoebat. 

“Kill them... including the children... you heard him,” was the full response. 

Shoebat’s speech was described by our source as “frightening.” 

Thom Cincotta’s report, “Manufacturing the Muslim Menace” skillfully exposes how speakers like 
Shoebat are teaching our public servants to fear Islam and hate Muslims. Cincotta shows how private 
counterterrorism training groups utilize a network of biased speakers to train law enforcement at every 
level and in all parts of the country. The response to these trainings has been, unfortunately, quite pos- 
itive. After reading this groundbreaking report, you will likely have a negative response to this post- 
September 11, 2001 phenomenon. 

George D. Little, Director of the Institute for Criminal Justice Studies (ICJS) at Texas State 
University, in San Marcos, TX, also attended the Las Vegas training where Shoebat spoke. When first 
contacted by e-mail after the I CTO A conference. Little responded, “I believe there are good Muslims like 
there are bad ones just like there are good Christians and bad ones.” Little, however, dodged repeated 
questions about what he specifically thought of the content of Shoebat’s speech, and has since refused 
to comment altogether. 

Shoebat is popular in Texas, having helped organize an anti-Islamic event near Fort Hood; spoken 
at an evangelical church; and been featured in ads for a statewide law enforcement training: “Preparing 
Law Enforcement Executives for the Future,” co-sponsored by the state’s Attorney General, Greg Abbott. 
Shoebat is also periodically interviewed as an expert on Islam on Fox News and is extensively quoted by 
the right-wing conspiracy website, World Net Daily. 

Another Las Vegas conference attendee, Edwin Urie, praised Shoebat’s ICTOA speech. “From my 
perspective, Mr. Shoebat' s presentation was so much on the mark, so specific, and so correct that I was 
concerned that he would be the target of those about whom he spoke. Maybe the objections are merely 
a part of that,” wrote Urie in an e-mail. Urie is an adjunct professor at Henley-Putnam University and 
a specialist in counterterrorism. 

Keith Davies, Director of the Walid Shoebat Foundation, claims that the Islamic “definition of Jihad 
quoted in Sharia law is clear and means struggle but is used in context of holy war to conquer infidels.” 
Davies continues: 

This is the standard interpretation recognized by all schools of thought in Sunni and Shia 
Islam.” [Not] every Muslim practices his religion to the letter but all that do are required to prac- 
tice Jihad.. ..So if say for argument 10% of Muslims actually practice their religion properly 
(figure is probably much higher) that would be 150 million terrorists. Even if it were 1% that is 
1.5 million terrorists. 
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This interpretation of Islamic Law and its religious demands is an outlandish distortion; and yet it 
is being taught to our homeland security personnel. Davies disagrees with my criticism, and suggested 
that if I ““hate this country and its constitutional values of individual freedom and respect Islamic peo- 
ple so much, maybe Saudi Arabia could be a good place for you to live....” 

Shoebat’s speech in Las Vegas was sponsored by the International Counter-Terrorism Officers 
Association (ICTOA). Michael Riker, president of the ICTOA, said that “numerous public safety per- 
sonnel along with military personnel heard from Walid Shoebat” at the event. Then Riker defended 
Shoebat’s bigoted tirade in a blog post: 

What you hear from Walid is the TRUTH. The attendees were glued to what [Walid] had to say 
and the majority of them agreed. The liberal media is afraid to hear what the truth really is. 

Who has been planning attacks on our country? We are in a war of ideology and if you don't 
know that you need to get you head out of the sand. Before you make judgment see what is 
really going on then make an educated decision for yourself. 

Shoebat has claimed that Islam is not the religion of God, but rather Islam is the devil, according 
to the Springfield News Leader. Shoebat revealed he was “shocked to find so many parallels between the 
Antichrist and Islam." 

Religion writer Richard Bartholomew has written that “Shoebat is a pseudo-expert on terrorism, 
Islamic extremism, and Biblical prophecy, and he teaches that Obama is a secret Muslim and that the 
Bible has prophesied a Muslim anti-Christ." This means for some apocalyptic Christians that Muslims 
then would be allies of Satan in the End Times battle between good and evil. In this script, the battle 
ends when Jesus returns and with a vengeful God kills all those deemed to be non-believers in 
Christianity. This bloody and bigoted version of apocalyptic prophesies is rejected and condemned by 
the Catholic and Orthodox churches and every major Protestant denomination. 

Abdus Sattar Ghazali wrote about Shoebat and other anti-Islamic bigots in an article on the website 
of Muslim Military Members, an organization that networks Muslims serving in the U.S. Armed Forces. 
"Walid Shoebat has built a lucrative speaking career by manipulating the fears and whipping up hatred 
between Jews and Muslims," wrote Ghazali 

Federal and state agencies have turned to right-wing “experts” on “subversion” throughout U.S. his- 
tory. These experts have included informers, who have surfaced to spin their tales in public, or converts, 
who claim to have been involved in skullduggery and now are sounding the alarm. In both cases, the 
alarmist stories these self-dramatizing demagogues tell tend to be exaggerated or even invented. 

The fear that there is a conspiracy to undermine the government emerges periodically throughout 
our history as a nation. This hunt for an exaggerated subversive enemy “Other” is dubbed a “counter- 
subversion” panic. One government official involved in deporting thousands of innocent Italians and 
Russians during the “Palmer Raids” panic in the 1920s described it as a “delirium.” Most of us just call 
it a “Witch Hunt.” Whatever we call it, this countersubversion tendency has fueled episodes of political 
repression by government agencies and right-wing “patriotic” groups. 

Shoebat may be the most outlandish example of the coterie of anti-Islamic bigots and fear mongers 
who are training law enforcement officials and anti-terrorism agents, but the problem is corrosive. Why 
are tax dollars being spent to peddle prejudice against Muslims in the United States? This report docu- 
ments the problem. The solution will depend on a thorough and public review of this sad situation by 
government officials, elected representatives, a vigilant media, and public outrage. 
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Executive Summary 



S ince the September n, 2001 attacks by al Qaeda 
on the World Trade Center and Pentagon, the fed- 
eral government has mobilized law enforcement 
agencies at all levels into a coordinated national 
defense against future terror attacks. To meet this 
challenge, the growing ranks of the domestic securi- 
ty apparatus — including local police, transit, port, 
and other agencies not traditionally involved in coun- 
terterrorism — require training. The George W. Bush 
administration’s declaration of “war on terror” bol- 
stered a private counterterrorism training industry 
that offers courses on topics ranging from infrastruc- 
ture reinforcement to terrorist ideology. 

A nine-month investigation by Political Research 
Associates (PRA) finds that government agencies 
responsible for domestic security have inadequate 
mechanisms to ensure quality and consistency in ter- 
rorism preparedness training provided by private 
vendors; public servants are regularly presented with 
misleading, inflammatory, and dangerous informa- 
tion about the nature of the terror threat through 
highly politicized seminars, industry conferences, 
trade publications, and electronic media. In place of 
sound skills training and intelligence briefings, a 
vocal and influential sub-group of the private coun- 
terterrorism training industry markets conspiracy 
theories about secret jihadi campaigns to replace 
the U.S. Constitution with Sharia law, and effectively 
impugns all of Islam — a world religion with 1.3 billion 
adherents — as inherently violent and even terroristic. 

Walid Shoebat, a popular “ex-Muslim” speaker 
used by multiple private training firms, recently told 
the audience at an International Counter-Terrorism 
Officers Association (ICTOA) conference, “Islam is a 
revolution and is intent to destroy all other systems. 
They want to expand, like Nazism.” 1 Another private 
sector counterterrorism trainer, John Giduck, told a 



Homeland Security Professionals Conference, 
“Going back to the time of Mohammed, Muslims’ 
goal has been to take over the world.” 2 Walid Phares, 
who teaches for The Centre for Counterintelligence 
and Security Studies and the National Defense 
University, argues that “jihadists within the West 
pose as civil rights advocates” 3 and patiently recruit 
until “[ajlmost all mosques, educational centers, and 
socioeconomic institutions fall into their hands.” 4 
These “jihadists” put off militant action, Phares 
claims ominiously, “until the ‘holy moment’ comes.” 3 
Solomon Bradman, CEO of the training firm 
Security Solutions International (SSI), likewise 
claims that a Muslim stealth jihad threatens the 
United States from within. Such assertions are far 
from benign. Asked by a PRA investigator what she 
understood to be Shoebat’s solution to the Islamic 
threat he described at the ICTOA event previously 
mentioned, one audience member responded, “Kill 
them, including the children. You heard him.” 6 

Islamophobic statements like those above have 
the effect of demonizing the entirety of Islam as dan- 
gerous and “extremist,” denying the existence of a 
moderate Muslim majority, or regarding Islam gen- 
erally as a problem for the world. 7 The private sector 
speakers and trainers PRA investigated routinely 
invoke conspiracy theories that draw upon deeply- 
ingrained negative stereotypes of Muslim duplicity, 
repression, backwardness, and evil. 8 Islamophobia is 
“an outlook or world-view involving an unfounded 
dread and dislike of Muslims, which results in prac- 
tices of exclusion and discrimination” and may 
include the perception that Islam is inferior to the 
West and is a violent political ideology rather than a 
religion.® 

The notion that a generalized Muslim menace 
poses an existential threat to the United States and 
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western democracy contradicts official national secu- 
rity doctrine and undermines both domestic security 
and the constitutional rights of our citizens and resi- 
dents. Nonetheless, PRA’s investigation finds that 
public resources are being used to propagate this 
dangerous falsehood to the nation’s first responders, 
intelligence analysts, and other public servants. 

The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) 
has primary federal responsibility for providing coun- 
terterrorism training to federal, state, and local emer- 
gency responders. DHS has developed a menu of 
government terrorism readiness and prevention 
courses designed to give first responders the analyti- 
cal and practical skills to enhance community safety. 
However, a significant share of such training appears 
to be provided by private firms not vetted by govern- 
ment experts. DHS maintains a list of peer-reviewed 
private courses eligible for use with grant funds 
administered by the National Training and Education 
Center (NTED), a sub-division of the DHS’ Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). This qual- 
ity control mechanism is an exception to the rule; 
agencies can apply for a wide array of federal grant 
programs, often without notifying local government 
officials about how grant funds are used. 10 Recipients 
of such funds may contract with private training 
firms of their choice and are often not required to 
report so much as the names of companies used to 
train their personnel. 11 The resources available to 
underwrite private, unregulated, training firms are 
substantial. Two grant programs that support train- 
ing programs — the State Homeland Security 
Program (SHSP) and Urban Areas Security Initiative 
(UASI) — made $1.67 billion available to states in 
2010. 12 In addition to widespread quality control and 
transparency shortcomings of federal and other gov- 
ernment programs, our investigation revealed exam- 
ples of actual or perceived conflicts of interest, 
including the use of DHS and other public agency 
logos to promote private training events that were 
disavowed by those very agencies. 13 

PRA’s investigation into counterterrorism train- 
ing for public servants focused on three organiza- 
tions and, where relevant, their affiliated 
trainers /faculty. This report describes both the quali- 
tative differences among their approaches and some 
basic commonalities. All of these entities benefit 
from taxpayer dollars that underwrite the attendance 
of government employees at the events and seminars 
described herein: 



International Counter-Terrorism Officers 
Association (ICTOA), a nonprofit corpora- 
tion founded by New York Police 
Department personnel, provides a variety 
of speakers with a platform to address a 
cross section of law enforcement officials. 

Security Solutions International, LLC (SSI) 

is a Florida-based privately held company. 

SSI claims to have provided training to over 
one thousand agencies and companies and 
produces The Counter Terrorist magazine. 1 * 

The Centre for Counterintelligence and 
Security Studies (Cl Centre), a for-profit 
company launched by a former national 
security officer, functions as a training 
academy and speakers bureau in the D.C. 
beltway. Here, veteran Cold Warriors min- 
gle with academics, a self-described 
Muslim reformer, and a convert from 
Islam, and deliver a course on the “Global 
Jihadist Threat Doctrine.” According to Cl 
Centre, they train “approximately 8,000 
students per year,” the majority of whom 
are “current employees of the U.S. national 
security community.” 13 

Each of these organizations occupies a different 
niche in the counterterrorism training industry. 
Although different from each other in many regards, 
all three groups, or their affiliated trainers and 
spokespeople, propagate dangerous Islamophobic 
themes and stories to personnel charged with public 
safety and national security. By presenting them- 
selves as law enforcement and intelligence special- 
ists, these organizations and spokespeople lend their 
credentials to religious bigotry. The problem of pri- 
vate sector provision of Islamophobic training to pub- 
lic servants is not limited to these three groups. 
Additional research, including vigilance on the part 
of federal and local government agencies, is needed 
in order to define and address its full dimensions. 

MANUFACTURING THE MUSLIM 
MENACE: FIVE FRAMES 

P RA’s research has identified five important 
frames which are often utilized by trainers to 
deliver an Islamophobic message to those undergo- 
ing training in counterterrorism, and some or all of 
which are utilized by individuals associated with the 
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three organizations studied who are responsible for 
the training: 

7 . Islam is a Terrorist Religion 
Islamophobic counterterrorism training often brands 
Islam as the enemy in the “war on terror.” Private 
security groups and their speakers define the threat 
using ideological and theological terms that link 
Islam inextricably to terrorism. Within this frame, 
the problem is not simply terrorists who are Muslim 
but an “evil” Islam itself. ICTOA guest speaker Walid 
Shoebat, a self-described “former Islamic terrorist” 
and convert to an apocalyptic form of Christianity, 
suggests Islam is the fake religion of the “anti-Christ” 
and implies that Muslims bear the “Mark of the 
Beast .” 16 He describes Islam and Muslims as inher- 
ently violent and savage, recounting an endless litany 
of violent acts committed by individuals in a manner 
that implies an irredeemably violent culture . 17 

2. An Islamic “Fifth Column, ” or “Stealth 
Jihad,” is Subverting the U.S. from Within 

This frame posits an existential threat to the United 
States even greater than that posed by al Qaeda: The 
domestic rise of political Islam aims to transform the 
United States into a Muslim country ruled by Sharia 
law . 18 The argument is supported by a conspiracy the- 
ory in which Muslim-American advocacy groups act 
as front organizations for foreign Islamists, such as 
the Egyptian Muslim Brotherhood. Another version 
substitutes the puritanical religious movements 
Wahhabism or Salafism as the foreign puppetmaster. 
The argument encourages law enforcement to focus 
on alleged front organizations, chilling the exercise of 
constitutional freedoms and potentially diverting 
attention from illegal, terrorist activity. The theme 
resurrects McCarthy-era anti-Communist counter- 
subversion doctrine, substituting a current Muslim 
menace for the former Communist one, and justify- 
ing once-discredited witch-hunting practices. 

3 . “Mainstream” Muslim Americans Have 
Terrorist Ties 

Islamophobic counterterrorism trainers routinely 
categorize such civil rights groups as the Muslim 
Public Affairs Council (MPAC), Islamic Society of 
North America (ISNA), and Council on American- 
Islamic Relations (CAIR) as a support network for 
terrorists. For this charge they lean heavily on guilt by 
association, citing a few instances of members or for- 
mer members with troublesome associations as evi- 
dence of organizational complicity. In spite of 



extensive and ongoing scrutiny, none of these organ- 
izations have ever been convicted of terrorism or for- 
mally charged with providing material support to 
terrorists. Islamophobic story lines characterize the 
widespread support for Palestinian statehood and 
opposition to the continuing Israeli occupation of 
Palestinian lands among Muslim-American leaders 
as evidence of sympathy for terrorism. 

4. Muslim Americans Wage “Lawfare": Violent 
Jihad by Other Means 

The “lawfare” frame holds that Muslim extremists 
use litigation, free speech, and other legal means to 
advance a subversive agenda and silence opponents 
— using democracy to subvert democracy. “Lawfare” 
utilizes a kind of Orwellian double-speak in which 
“terrorism” is not the use of terror, but the use of legal 
procedures. Law becomes warfare when used to 
oppose Islamophobia or assert Muslim-Americans’ 
civil rights. According to The Lawfare Project, a 
group led by one-time SSI guest speaker Brooke 
Goldstein, the term denotes “the abuse of the law and 
judicial systems to achieve strategic military or polit- 
ical ends.” Some of the trainers profiled in this 
Report use the lawfare charge to recast Muslim 
Americans’ claims that their rights are being violated 
as crafty tactics to keep their subversive agenda hid- 
den from the public. 

5 . Muslims Seek to Replace the U.S. 

Constitution with Islamic, Sharia, Law 

This frame raises the specter of a repressive Islamic 
Caliphate ruling over America and suggests that sup- 
port for Sharia, rather than kinetic violent terrorism, 
is the “the most dangerous threat.”^ Like the Islamic 
“Fifth Column” conspiracy theory, this Sharia one 
evokes Cold War fears of global Communism. The 
menace of a global Islamic dictatorship stands in for 
the former Soviet one. Sharia is a set of ideals that 
define a properly constituted Islamic existence. 
Selective interpretations of Islamic jurisprudence are 
used by some terrorists to mobilize recruits with the 
ultimate goal of establishing a global Islamic govern- 
ment, or Caliphate. This frame is used to stigmatize 
civil rights advocates who fight religious discrimina- 
tion by vilifying religious accommodation as capitu- 
lation to Islamic rule. No such process is actually 
underway. Further, the demonization of Sharia 
ignores the ongoing domestic transformation and 
accommodation of Islam to American legal, cultural, 
social, and economic norms. 
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These five frames and the stories told to illustrate 
and support them rely on factual inaccuracies (or, at 
the very best, highly controversial interpretations of 
empirical data), as well as on the attribution of behav- 
iors or beliefs evinced by some members of a reli- 
gious group to most or all members of that group. 
Beyond such inaccuracies and distortions, the over- 
whelming focus on alleged religious motivations of 
terrorists by the groups and trainers we investigated 
belies an additional troubling bias. Empirical studies 
of counterterrorism by experts like Robert Pape, 
Mark Juergensmeyer, Marc Sageman, and others 
demonstrate that across religions — and not just 
Islam — the majority of terrorists and suicide 
bombers are primarily driven by political grievances. 
Religion is most often used to recruit, legitimate, and 
motivate. 

THREATS TO SECURITY AND RIGHTS 

T o the extent that Islamophobic counterterrorism 
training is successful in influencing the behavior 
of law enforcement and domestic security personnel, 
the biased themes and stories described in the pre- 
ceding section are likely to undermine both domestic 
security and constitutional rights. Probable outcomes 
include confrontational or otherwise non-cooperative 
relations between police and local Muslim and Arab 
communities. Safety is sacrificed if community 
members become less likely to report crimes or 
access public services, such as healthcare or emer- 
gency services, out of fear that they will be mistreat- 
ed or subject to arbitrary, intrusive questioning. 

The Islamophobic messages conveyed by biased 
and ideologically rigid trainers associated with the 
three groups examined in this report risk fostering 
resistance to the integration of Muslims into the 
fabric of American society. They often treat public 
expressions of devout, fundamentalist, or “pure” 
Islam as evidence of belief in a theology that supports 
terrorism. If adopted by law enforcement, the ideo- 
logical, Islamophobic approach of these trainers and 
firms is likely to yield a number of unconstitutional 
and otherwise negative outcomes: 

Biased Intelligence Analysis 

The false and damaging equation of Islam with ter- 
rorism could taint intelligence analysis by grossly dis- 
torting and exaggerating the threat factor and 
targeting innocent activity . 20 Cultural and personal 
bias and outright politicization can lead intelligence 



units to collect data on the wrong targets and increase 
the probability of analytical failure by analysts who 
lack the benefit of evidence-based training . 21 

Stereotyping and Profiling 

Indoctrinating police officers and intelligence per- 
sonnel to distrust the motives of Muslim Americans 
is a recipe for racial, ethnic, and religious discrimi- 
nation and unconstitutional profiling. Islamophobic 
training content encourages officers and analysts to 
rely on religious speech as a proxy for evidence of 
criminal intent. Conspiracy theories about “stealth 
jihad” encourage employment discrimination against 
Muslims in public service occupations. Feedback 
from participants in trainings on the “Jihadist 
Threat” suggests increased suspicion of potential 
recruits and Muslim colleagues. 

Unlawful Searches and Illegal Surveillance 

Messages that render suspect certain religious beliefs 
(such as support for Sharia law), expressions of polit- 
ical sympathy for Palestinians’ cause, or association 
with legal advocacy groups may spur indefinite sur- 
veillance of innocent persons and houses of worship 
without a criminal predicate. Warrantless surveil- 
lance chills political participation in civil society 
and strikes at the heart of the First Amendment’s 
guarantee of freedom from religious persecution. 
Islamophobic messages vilifying legal advocacy basi- 
cally endorse political spying and disruption. 

Physical Violence and Hate Crimes 

The religious and racial prejudice that could result 
from biased Islamophobic training potentially could 
lead to deadly responses, such as police officers being 
more likely to shoot in an ambiguous situation. It 
might also result in more assaults against people 
identified rightly or wrongly as Muslim or Arab. 
Propagation of the “Lawfare” myth may cause law 
enforcement executives or officers to doubt and 
under-investigate complaints of hate crimes or civil 
rights violations from members of Muslim, Arab, 
Middle Eastern, and South Asian communities. 

Chilling Free Speech 

Speakers associated with the Cl Centre and Security 
Solutions International characterize public criticism 
of Islamophobia as “lawfare,” or, as Cl Centre faculty 
member Clare Lopez puts it, the “offensive use of 
democratic legal systems by those whose intent is to 
destroy democracy .” 22 The lawfare frame represents a 
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dangerous nadir in the conflation of free speech and 
terrorism, wherein terrorism is transformed from 
indiscriminate violence against civilians to filing a 
lawsuit. This not-so-subtle slight of hand stigmatizes 
opponents of anti-Muslim training, tarring them as 
the moral equivalent of terrorists in order to silence 
dissent. 

RECOMMENDATIONS* 

T he federal government has a particular responsi- 
bility to ensure that the analytical and skills train- 
ing delivered to public servants is accurate, 
consistent, in accordance with national security poli- 
cy, and respectful of constitutional rights. Based on 
the findings of this investigation. Political Research 
Associates calls upon Congress, the Department of 
Homeland Security, and the Department of Justice to: 

1. Investigate Existing Programs to Ensure That 
Counterterrorism Trainings are Accurate and Free 
from Bias. Congress should ask the Government 
Accountability Office (GAO) to undertake an evalua- 
tion of all private vendors that provide counterterror- 
ism training to federal, state, or local agencies, 
including through conferences, seminars, and cours- 
es. The GAO should consult with experts identified 
by the Departments of State, Defense, Justice, and 
Homeland Security to identify any inaccuracies, reli- 
gious/racial/ethnic bias, or contradiction of national 
counterterrorism policies. U.S. Attorney General Eric 
Holder, DHS Secretary Janet Napolitano, and appro- 
priate Congressional oversight committees in both 
branches should investigate whether all federally 
sponsored counterterrorism training programs, sem- 
inars, and conferences utilize experts whose mes- 
sages are accurate and free from bias. The problem of 
Islamophobia in counterterrorism training must be 
acknowledged and addressed by government agen- 
cies at the federal, state, and local level. Additional 
research is needed to ascertain the level of anti- 
Muslim sentiment in both law enforcement and the 
domestic security bureaucracy. 

2. Substitute Private Counterterrorism Training of 
Public Employees with Government Programs. The 

privatization of core intelligence activities reduces 
public accountability, oversight, and control. Federal 
agencies should incentivize and prioritize govern- 
ment-sponsored trainings, and phase-out reliance on 
private counterterrorism training for public servants. 

* Full Recommendations on p. 52 



3. Establish Standards For Private Counterterrorism 
Training Firms and Experts. To the extent that private 
contractors and firms offer expertise not available 
from government sources, the DHS and DOJ should 
establish standards to certify anti-terror training 
course providers. These standards should prohibit 
religious discrimination and emphasize respect for 
civil liberties. Groups or speakers who do not meet 
these guidelines should not be invited to address 
public servants, and should be ineligible for public 
funding. 

4. Improve Reporting of Federal Funding for 
Counterterrorism Training The Office for Grants and 
Training (G&T) is the principle DHS agency provid- 
ing counterterrorism and WMD training to states 
and localities, through both DHS training institu- 
tions and partners. Congress should direct G&T to 
assume responsibility for tracking all federal coun- 
terterrorism training, including the training FEMA 
provides to first responders. All federal expenditures 
for counterterrorism training — whether through 
grantees, sub-grantees, or federal agency budgets 
allocations — should be reported and available to the 
public. 

5. Work with (Rather than Vilify) American Muslim 
Community Organizations. In evaluating existing 
training opportunities and setting standards for 
trainers and courses, investigators should be alert for 
programs that appear to single out Muslim 
Americans or their constituency groups and commu- 
nity institutions. “Radical Islam Tests” should never 
be used as a prerequisite for cooperating with any 
Muslim, Arab, or Middle Eastern groups; such exer- 
cises presume guilt and are based on unacceptable 
stereotypes. DHS and DOJ should support training 
that fosters community-oriented policing efforts 
based on respect and parity between parties. 
Enhancing channels of communication should not, 
however, serve as a pretense for intelligence gathering. 

6. Improve the Cultural Competency and Religious 
Understanding of Intelligence and Law Enforcement 
Personnel. The DOS and DOJ should develop and 
support training courses that promote an under- 
standing of a wide variety of religious practices and 
faith traditions in order to root out the Islamophobia 
identified in this Report. PRA supports baseline 
counterterrorism training that includes, as part of its 
curriculum, awareness of indicators for violent ter- 
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rorism based on a variety of ideological or religious 
sources. However, prior to teaching about Islamic- 
inspired terrorists’ ideological motivations, training 
courses should foster a basic understanding of Islam 
and Muslims. Such training should not be mere win- 
dow dressing. They should aim to substantially cor- 
rect harmful misconceptions about Islam and 
Muslims. 

7. Congress Should Enact Legislation to Prohibit 
Racial, Ethnic, and Religious Profiling. The End 

Racial Profiling Act (ERPA) is necessary to protect 
the rights of Arabs, Muslims, Middle Easterners, and 
South Asians — those communities most harmed by 
Islamophobic counterterrorism training — and 
counteract the impression that Muslims are not full 
citizens entitled to protection under the United States 
Constitution. 
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Introduction 



S ince September n, 2001, the “war on terror” has 
given rise to a panoply of companies that offer 
training in SWAT tactics, cyber-security, bomb detec- 
tion, school safety, and infrastructure reinforcement. 
The same national security concerns have bolstered a 
class of self-proclaimed terrorism experts who equate 
Islam with terrorism and effectively brand Muslims 
as primitive, vengeful, duplicitous, and belligerent 
people who oppress women and gays, and possess 
values that are irreconcilable with “western Judeo- 
Christian civilization.” 

A nine-month investigation by Political Research 
Associates (PRA) finds that these two phenomena 
overlap in a distinct and influential group of self- 
described security specialists who market 
Islamophobic conspiracy theories to law enforcement 
professionals — audiences charged with shaping and 
implementing U.S. counterterrorism policy. 

According to the Runnymede Trust, 
Islamophobia is “an outlook or world-view involving 
an unfounded dread and dislike of Muslims, which 
results in practices of exclusion and discrimination” 
and may include the perception that Islam is inferior 
to the West and is a violent political ideology rather 
than a religion . 1 The mainstreaming of Islamophobia 
was everywhere evident in media headlines this past 
summer, as plans for an Islamic center proposed by 
the Cordoba Initiative for a site in lower Manhattan 
drew ferocious public opposition laden with bigoted 
rhetoric. 

Mark Williams, then-chairman of the Tea Party 
Express, called the proposed prayer space “a mosque 
for the worship of the terrorists’ monkey god.” 
Protest signs showing the words “Sharia Law” writ- 
ten as though in dripping blood on the streets of 
lower Manhattan echoed themes from the 
Islamophobic blogosphere, such as right-wing author 
Robert Spencer’s Jihad Watch and David Horowitz’s 
FrontPage magazine. 



Inflammatory and inaccurate claims about Islam 
capture headlines, fuel public debate, and foster dis- 
crimination and even assaults against Muslims, 
including vandalism of mosques. Our investigation 
finds that, out of the limelight, speakers for countert- 
errorism training firms present law enforcement and 
other public servants with hyperbolic and destructive 
claims about Muslims and Islam very similar to those 
witnessed at anti-Muslim rallies in lower Manhattan 
and around the country. 

This report exposes a segment of the counterter- 
rorism training industry whose influence risks 
spreading Islamophobia and harming civil liberties. 
PRA researched three organizations that occupy dif- 
ferent niches and have varied approaches to their 
material: Security Solutions International, LLC (SSI), 
The Centre for Counterintelligence and Security 
Studies (Cl Centre), and International Counter- 
Terrorism Officers Association (ICTOA). 

In the course of our investigation, PRA secured a 
wide variety of primary source material related to 
counterterrorism trainings offered by these three 
organizations. We observed presentations by Walid 
Shoebat, David Gaubatz, John Giduck, Det. Ebrahim 
Ashabi, and Maj. Joseph Bail at conferences spon- 
sored by SSI and ICTOA, and interviewed partici- 
pants at these events. We analyzed information 
obtained through public record requests, as well as 
material freely available on those organizations’ own 
websites. 

To identify the recipients, cost, and content of 
private counterterrorism trainings, PRA examined 
numerous websites of private firms and filed public 
record requests with approximately eighty law 
enforcement agencies from around the country. Our 
research focused on the states of Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Florida, Massachusetts, Michigan, and 
Washington. Due to strong state public record laws, 
Washington and Florida-based agencies were most 
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responsive to information requests. Torrance and 
Anaheim, California are also notable for their respon- 
siveness. Public records and web searches revealed 
that agencies use the services of a diverse range of 
private training corporations and send employees to 
a multitude of conferences on “terrorism preven- 
tion.” The three organizations examined in this 
report presented the terrorism threat in a manner 
that included non-criminal activity (i.e., religious 
practices, attending Middle Eastern graduate studies 
programs, legal strategies for defense of civil rights). 

PRA thoroughly analyzed all materials we could 
obtain from or about these organizations. We found 
and analyzed associated trainers’ writings, public 
appearances, web postings, and client testimonials. 
We analyzed the writings and statements of affiliated 
faculty members, including those produced and 
made in their capacities as representatives of the 
training firms with which they are associated. 

PRA experienced specific limitations regarding 
the type of materials available with regard to the Cl 
Centre. The company denied our request to review 
course materials and to attend its training, “Global 
Jihadist Threat Doctrine (361)”. Notwithstanding 
those obstacles, we were able to review course 
descriptions published on the Cl Centre website, as 
well as the writings and speeches of individuals who 
teach “Global Jihadist Threat Doctrine (361)” (Tawfik 
Hamid, Walid Phares, and Stephen Coughlin) and 
other Cl Centre offerings related to “jihadist” threats, 
including “Iranian Intelligence” (Clare Lopez) and 
“Informant Development” (Tawfik Hamid and David 
Major). We paid careful attention to statements by 
Clare Lopez, who indicated that she played a role in 
developing curriculum related to “jihad” and “sharia” 
as a Cl Centre instructor. 2 Although we cannot con- 
firm her role in conceiving of Course 361 specifically, 
Lopez’s comments raise concerns. We were able to 
glean a good deal of insight into the content of Cl 
Centre courses from the dozens of unattributed com- 
ments by participants published on Cl Centre’s web- 
site. These comments indicate significant overlap 
between course themes and topics and those evident 
in the writings and speeches of Cl Centre’s faculty. 
We also reviewed Islam 101 by Gregory Davis, at least 
at one point advertised as “required reading” for Cl 
Centre’s Course 361. Some Cl Centre faculty mem- 
bers regularly appear as speakers at other organiza- 
tions’ events and write for other outlets. We note 
where speakers or writers were specifically identified 
as being affiliated with Cl Centre. Where not so 



noted, we do not assume the speaker or author to be 
acting as a representative of Cl Centre. Our research, 
at the very least, raises concerns that comments 
made by these individuals associated with the Cl 
Centre reflect what is said in the Cl Centre course. 

further research and investigation into the 
sources of financial support for problematic training 
are needed. The lack of reporting requirements for 
various government grant programs was a significant 
limiting factor. The use of public funds to send pub- 
lic servants to private counterterrorism trainings is 
not centrally monitored or reported electronically. 
Very few public agencies were willing or able to pro- 
vide this type of information. Others requested 
unreasonably large search fees to search through 
paper files. (Where possible, PRA worked to narrow 
the scope of requests to manageable and affordable 
limits.) In some jurisdictions, copyright protections 
were asserted to deny access to the firms’ training 
materials. In spite of numerous information requests 
to public agencies, we obtained few documents per- 
taining to the financing of such trainings. 

PRA sent investigators to three counterterrorism 
conferences for law enforcement professionals in 
2009 and 2010. 

1) The International Counter-Terrorism 
Officers Association 8th Annual 
Conference at the flamingo Hotel in 
Las Vegas, October 19-21, 2010. 

2) The 5th Annual Homeland Security 
Professionals Conference & Exposition at 
Palace Station Hotel and Casino in Las 
Vegas October 25-29, 2010 hosted by 
Security Solutions International and 

The Counter Terrorist magazine. 

3) The 2009 International Terrorism and 
Organized Crime Conference in Anaheim, 
CA, to observe speeches by Richard 
Hughbank of Extreme Terrorism, LLC 
and Detective Ebrahim Ashabi for 
Security Solutions International. 

Requests to observe trainings by SSI and Cl 
Centre were rejected. One of our investigators was 
refused entry to SSI’s Boston program, “The Islamic 
Jihadist Threat” in May 2009 on grounds that the 
event was restricted to law enforcement officials. 
Henry Morgenstern, President of SSI, has defended 
the exclusion of non-law enforcement personnel 
from SSI’s seminar, raising concerns about trans- 
parency and public accountability.? 
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A request to the Cl Centre for access to training 
materials and interviews with principals was rejected. 
PRA requested interviews with Cl Centre faculty, par- 
ticipant data, and an opportunity to send an investi- 
gator to observe the “Global Jihadist Threat Doctrine” 
course at PRA’s expense. Cl Centre has responded to 
PRA’s assertion that Centre spokespeople employ 
Islamophobic narratives by threatening legal action 
and denying PRA’s assertion. For this investigation, 
we closely analyzed the writings and speeches of Cl 
Centre instructors Walid Phares, Clare Lopez, Tawfik 
Hamid, and Stephen Coughlin, combined with the 
extensive attendee feedback published on Cl Centre’s 
website reflect the firm’s stated focus and course 
descriptions. 
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PRIVATE FIRMS, PUBLIC SERVANTS, AND THE THREAT TO RIGHTS AND SECURITY 



E arly one evening in December 2009, a police dis- 
patcher in suburban Henderson, Nevada, alerted 
officers on patrol to watch for suspicious people spot- 
ted “kissing the ground” in a gas station parking lot. 
Within minutes, police pulled into the Rebel Mini 
Mart lot and began to interrogate seven Muslim men 
of Middle Eastern and South Asian descent for doing 
nothing more than praying at sunset next to their 
legally parked van. Police detained the group of 
friends for forty minutes, searched the van, and ques- 
tioned them about their schooling, jobs, and coun- 
tries of origin. In response, one of the men asked an 
officer, “Any time Muslims pray, is that suspicious 
activity? Just being Muslim?” The officer, recorded by 
one of the seven, responded, “So here’s the thing, I’ll 
be honest with you. Based on the studies, the classes 
that I have gone to, and based on the events that hap- 
pened around the world, can you fault people who 
don’t understand something for being concerned?” 1 
The Los Angeles Chapter of the Council on 
American- Islamic Relations, a nationwide civil rights 
organization, filed a lawsuit on behalf of these indi- 
viduals (known as the “Henderson Seven”) to remedy 
the violation of their Constitutional rights to be free 
from warrantless search and seizure. 

What kind of “studies” and “classes” taught this 
officer to be suspicious of mere prayer? Post 9/11, 
public agencies are turning to an unregulated indus- 
try of private contractors and firms to develop coun- 
terterrorism expertise. Private counterterrorism 
training companies draw on public dollars to instruct 
public servants — including police officers like those 
in Henderson, Nevada — with messages implying that 
Muslim identity is sufficient grounds for suspecting 
potential involvement in, or support for, terrorism. 

The messages that emanate from some private 
training contractors offer a reflection of what these 
courses teach. 



This report examines three prominent training 
entities — Security Solutions International (SSI), 
The Centre for Counterintelligence and Security 
Studies (Cl Centre), and International Counter- 
Terrorism Officer’s Association 
(ICTOA). Each group, in its own 
way, has the effect of demonizing 
Islam to front-line law enforce- 
ment, defense, and intelligence 
professionals. Given the inflam- 
matory and inaccurate content of 
such trainings, abuses like the 
Henderson Seven case are bound 
to multiply in number and severi- 
ty. Through a variety of channels, 
these three groups and the instructors they utilize 
(who often speak in settings outside their organiza- 
tions) influence the mindset of security and law 
enforcement professionals in a manner that will 
distort intelligence analysis and render innocent 
people suspect — thereby endangering fundamental 
freedoms as well as community safety and national 
security. 

Just as the Judeo-Christian tradition, which once 
supported divine right of monarchs, was reinterpret- 
ed to accommodate the democratic ideals, Islam as 
practiced in America continues to undergo transfor- 
mation through interaction with American political 
and cultural norms. In direct contrast to this process 
of accommodation, which other religious groups 
have experienced throughout American history, the 
private counterterror trainers and speakers profiled 
in this report risk fostering resistance, suspicion, and 
confrontation. A milieu of distrust and fear may fuel 
unconstitutional deprivations of civil liberties, racial, 
ethnic, and religious discrimination, and the margin- 
alization of communities who are portrayed as latent 
supporters of terrorism. 



What kind of “studies” 
and “classes” taught 
this officer to be 
suspicious of mere 
prayer? 



POLITICAL RESEARCH ASSOCIATES 



n 



Manufacturing the Muslim Menace 

One trainer praised a recent book, Shariah: The 
Threat to America, which argues that “America’s most 
critical national security threat is not kinetic terror 
violence, but rather civilization jihad as practiced by 
Sharia-adherent organizations like al Qaeda, the 
Muslim Brotherhood, and its offshoot Hamas.” 2 
“Militant action is not the immediate objective,” says 
Walid Phares, faculty member at The Centre for 
Counterintelligence and Security Studies (Cl Centre). 
“The most important mission is to further recruit 
and grow their numbers until the ‘holy moment’ 
comes,” says Phares. 3 Such trainers promote the con- 
spiracy theory that more than twenty national 
Muslim American organizations are front groups for 
the Muslim Brotherhood. The “jihadists within the 
West pose as civil rights advocates, interested solely 
in the ‘rights’ of their immigrant 
communities,” writes Phares. 4 
“Radicals” sweep into community 
institutions “using petrodollar 

mosques, educational centers, and 
socioeconomic institutions fall 
into their hands.” 5 

Walid Shoebat, the popular 
“ex-Muslim” tapped by multiple 
training outlets, recently told a law 
enforcement audience, “Islam is a 
revolution and is intent to destroy all other systems. 
They want to expand, like Nazism. It is a common 
theme with Nazis and Communists that the end jus- 
tifies the means.” 6 John Giduck, president of 
Archangel Anti-Terror Training, told a Homeland 
Security Professionals Conference, “Going back to 
the time of Mohammed, [Muslims’ goal has] been to 
take over the world. They’re looking for lifestyle 
impact as well as legal impact.”? The CEO of a major 
training firm, who likens Muslim American groups 
to a hostile “Fifth Column,” told the press, “I can’t 
take the responsibility of my course linking their reli- 
gion to terrorism. I think their religion got linked to 
terrorism a long time ago.” 8 

These self-described terrorism experts market an 
unfounded “stealth jihad” conspiracy theory whose 
assertions, if taken seriously, threaten to undermine 
policing units and intelligence professionals at every 
level of the American security apparatus. 
Islamophobic messaging by counterterrorism train- 
ers may inflame prejudices against innocent 
Muslims. Counterterrorism trainers, including 
David Gaubatz (an author promoted by SSI) and Sam 



funding,” until “[a]lmost all 
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Kharoba (ICTOA guest speaker and president of 
Counter Terrorism Operations Center), implicate 
mainstream Muslim-American civil rights advocacy 
groups such as Council on American-Islamic 
Relations (CAIR), the Islamic Society of North 
America (I SNA), and other community-based organ- 
izations in the stealth jihad conspiracy, casting suspi- 
cion on Muslim-American civil society and crowding 
out oppositional voices from the public square. In the 
words of University of Chicago constitutional law 
professor Aziz Huq, “This kind of policing tactic has 
the effect of imposing a disproportionate burden on, 
say, Muslim youth that has the effect of excluding 
their voices from the public sphere.” 9 Furthermore, 
over the long term there is a risk of self-fulfilling 
prophecies of the kind that terrorism groups openly 
try and induce; that is, more alienation makes it eas- 
ier for actual terrorists to recruit. To be sure, these 
negative effects are also experienced by non-Muslim 
persons from Middle Eastern, Arab, South Asian, 
and Sikh backgrounds. 

Such messages will likely result in a more con- 
frontational posture between police and local com- 
munities, jeopardizing both community safety and 
national security. Safety is sacrificed if community 
members become less likely to report crimes or 
access public services, such as healthcare or emer- 
gency services, out of fear that they will be mistreat- 
ed or subject to arbitrary, intrusive questioning. 10 
National security may be undermined if community 
partnerships deteriorate. Such partnerships have 
been identified by law enforcement and leading 
scholars as helpful for addressing all forms of crime, 
including violent terrorism. 11 For example, the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) and 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) have stressed 
the effectiveness of working with communities to 
detect terrorist threats. 12 

According to Special Agent Brett Hovington, the 
FBI’s Community Relations Unit Chief, the process 
of engagement “requires building trust within the 
community, followed by creating strong and open 
partnerships” that can “positively influence change in 
the community and alter the path towards violent 
radicalization.” 13 Although the FBI broke off formal 
relations with CAIR in 2009, FBI field offices con- 
tinue to identify and develop relationships with com- 
munity leaders who may serve as conduits of 
information to the community at large. 

Despite some agencies’ efforts, federal govern- 
ment “engagement” with Muslim communities has 
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been a vehicle for unjustified spying in mosques, 
intrusive interrogations, and other pre-emptive 
measures that violate constitutional rights . h 
H owever, there are many counterterrorism training 
programs and guides that do adopt a pragmatic 
approach that respects the civil liberties and civil 
rights of potential suspects. 15 Yet the conservative 
counterterrorism trainers examined in this report are 
part of a growing and organized trend of demonizing 
and scapegoating Muslim citizens who, in response 
to anti- Muslim sentiment following the 9/11 terrorist 
attacks, sought a role in American public life. This 
trend has been called “the backlash against the 
response to the backlash.” 16 

A LAW ENFORCEMENT CONDUIT 
FOR ISLAMOPHOBIA 

The Runnymede Trust, a leading race equality 
think tank, defines Islamophobia as an outlook or 
world-view involving an unfounded dread and dislike 
of Muslims, which results in practices of exclusion 
and discrimination . ’7 Islamophobia may include the 
perception that Islam is inferior to the West and is a 
violent political ideology rather than a religion. 
Counterterrorism trainers frequently insist that their 
instruction focuses on the ideology of violent terror- 
ists or vaguely-defined “radical” Islam. Such caveats 
notwithstanding, Islamophobic trainings tend to 
paint the entirety of Islam and its history as “extrem- 
ist,” deny the existence of a moderate Muslim major- 
ity, or regard Islam generally as a problem for the 
world. 18 Moreover, they deploy conspiracy theories 
which implicitly draw upon deeply-ingrained nega- 
tive stereotypes of Muslim duplicity, repression, 
backwardness, and evil. 1 ? 

For purposes of this study, we address 
Islamophobia not as a personal psychological disor- 
der, but as societal anxiety about Islam and Muslims. 
We use the term not to assail the motives of any indi- 
vidual or organization, but to assess the disturbing 
content and consequences of some training provided 
to our public servants. Our concern lies with the per- 
haps predictable outcomes of such teaching, namely 
to instill Islamophobia among the ranks of our 
nation’s law enforcement and counterterrorism pro- 
fessionals. Worse still, evidence indicates that at least 
in some instances, the Islamophobic messages exam- 
ined in our investigation are supported with public 
resources that fund attendance at conferences and 
other events. 



Local, state, and federal law enforcement regu- 
larly utilize the private market for training to enhance 
the skills of their officers. Since the September nth 
attacks by al Qaeda on the World Trade Center and 
Pentagon, the federal government has drawn law 
enforcement agencies at all levels of government into 
the national defense against terrorism. The 
Department of Justice (DO J), Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS) and the Office of the 
Director of National Intelligence (ODNI) each play a 
role in ensuring the competence, professionalism, 
and readiness of America’s first responders, intelli- 
gence analysts, and law enforcement in the field of 
counterterrorism. 

Federal counterterrorism 
training programs are varied and 
are provided by numerous federal 
agencies and departments. Some 
of these departments and agencies 
include the Departments of 
Defense (DOD), Energy (DOE), 

Homeland Security (DHS), Health 
and Human Services (HHS), 

Justice (DOJ), Transportation 
(DOT), and the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA). 20 Each 
department and agency provides 
specific training targeted to given 
categories of recipients, from air- 
port screeners to medical person- 
nel. Training recipients include 
federal, state, and local govern- 
ment personnel, emergency 
responders, and private and public critical infrastruc- 
ture personnel. The Department of Justice provides 
training for law enforcement personnel, both directly 
and through grants. 

The Department of Homeland Security has pri- 
mary federal responsibility for providing counterter- 
rorism training to federal, state, and local emergency 
responders. DHS has developed a menu of govern- 
ment terrorism readiness and prevention courses 
designed to give first responders the analytical and 
practical skills to enhance community safety. 
However, a significant share of such training appears 
to be provided by private firms not vetted by govern- 
ment experts. To augment courses offered by the fed- 
eral government, DHS vets counterterrorism 
training courses offered by private institutes and 
state agencies to ensure efficacy and compliance with 
civil liberties. Courses by Security Solutions 
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International (SSI) related to building safety and 
training for SWAT forces have been approved by 
DHS administrative agencies at the state level. 
However, private counterterrorism firms often reach 
intelligence professionals and law enforcement via 
seminars, industry conferences, trade publications, 
and electronic media that lack proper civil liberties 
oversight or peer review. A federal inspector found in 
2009 that DHS did not have proper conference 
approval or tracking processes and has no way to 
measure whether attendance at meetings and confer- 
ences is “mission critical” as prescribed in manage- 
ment directives and other 
policies. 21 Speakers for large state 
homeland security gatherings are 
often chosen through informal 
networks, rather than official sys- 
tems. 

The Department of Homeland 
Security, Terrorist Screening 
Center, and Federal Bureau of 
Investigation have implicitly sanc- 
tioned these un-vetted private 
offerings by participating in the 
very same conferences where 
problematic messages are deliv- 
ered to public servants. 

All government agencies 
entrusted with training intelli- 
gence professionals and law 
enforcement in the field of coun- 
terterrorism should prohibit 
(where possible) and discourage 
public agencies from utilizing trainings that have not 
been certified by DHS’s National Training and 
Education Division or the DOJ’s Office of Justice 
Programs. All government agencies should withhold 
public funding to attend conferences or seminars 
where counterterrorism instruction has not been 
subject to peer review. Further, the government 
should discourage public agencies’ sponsorship or 
attendance at events where blatantly Islamophobic 
messages are likely to be heard. 

In a social and political context as polarized as 
post 9/11 America, bringing terrorists’ religious moti- 
vations to the attention of law enforcement — even if 
done in a dispassionate and well-balanced manner — 
can have the unintended effect of spreading 
Islamophobia. It is an unfortunate by-product of 9/11 
that non-Muslim line officers are susceptible to bias 
against Muslim groups and individuals. It is the 
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responsibility of trainers to ensure that those biases 
are not reinforced, which could result in violations of 
civil liberties and infringement on protected free- 
doms. 

Our investigation found that certain private con- 
tractors utilize speakers who employ inflammatory, 
seriously flawed, and/or dangerously inaccurate 
approaches that cross the line into Islamophobia. 
PRA’s investigation into counterterrorism training 
for public servants focused on three organizations 
and, where relevant, their affiliated trainers/faculty. 
This report describes both the qualitative differences 
among their approaches and some basic commonali- 
ties. All of these entities benefit from taxpayer dollars 
that underwrite the attendance of government 
employees at the events and seminars described 
herein: 

International Counter-Terrorism Officers 
Association (ICTOA), a nonprofit corporation 
founded by New York Police Department personnel, 
provides a variety of speakers with a platform to 
address a cross section of law enforcement officials. 

Security Solutions International, LLC (SSI) is a 

Florida-based privately held company. SSI claims 
to have provided training to over one thousand 
agencies and companies and produces The Counter 
Terrorist magazine. 22 

The Centre for Counterintelligence and Security 
Studies (Cl Centre), a for-profit company launched 
by a former national security officer, functions as a 
training academy and speakers bureau in the D.C. 
beltway. Here, veteran Cold Warriors mingle with 
academics, a self-described Muslim reformer, and a 
convert from Islam, and deliver a course on “Global 
Jihadist Threat Doctrine.” According to Cl Centre, 
they train “approximately 8,000 students per year,” 
the majority of whom are “current employees of 
the U.S. national security community.” 2 ? 



14 



POLITICAL RESEARCH ASSOCIATES 



Private Firms, Public Servants, and the Threat to Rights and Security 



The Industry 

T he war on terrorism has been a boon for the secu- 
rity and surveillance industry. The United States’ 
domestic security apparatus is estimated to employ 
854,000 individuals. Another 800,000 or more 
police, sheriff, tribal law enforcement, and emer- 
gency personnel are being mobilized to respond to 
terrorism threats both real and perceived. The ranks 
of the growing surveillance network include intelli- 
gence analysts at regional Fusion Centers, emergency 
medical technicians, border patrol, security guards, 
state homeland security chiefs, utility plant guards, 
dock chiefs, and police intelligence units. 2 "* 
Specialized terrorism prevention training has 
emerged as a priority for law enforcement and home- 
land security executives. Although state and federal 
programs, such as the Department of Justice’s State 
and Local Antiterrorism Training (SLATT) program 
and the Department of Homeland Security, train law 
enforcement in terrorism-related skills, an existing 
private industry of both for-profit and non-profit 
agencies has expanded to meet the demand. 2 ? 

The antiterrorism training industry consists of a 
panoply of companies that offer instruction in sur- 
veillance tactics, cyber-security, bomb detection, 
school safety, and reinforcing critical infrastructure. 
In addition to the three groups profiled in this report, 
Chameleon Associates performs seminars on predic- 
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tive profiling and questioning; 26 Ken Sanz & 
Associates offers a three-day course on intelligence 
for law enforcement and domestic security taught by 
Merle Manzi, a retired 30-year law enforcement vet- 
eran; 2 ? The Anti Terrorism Accreditation Board 
(ATAB), in conjunction with the International Society 
of Antiterrorism Professionals, certifies first 
responders who pay $695 and review a series of DVD 
and power point presentations 
as “Certified Antiterrorism 
Specialists” or “Certified Master 
Antiterrorism Specialists.” 28 The 
list of entities selling their expert- 
ise to public agencies, most run or 
owned by former law enforcement 
and military veterans, is seemingly 
limitless . 2 9 

Private counterterrorism train- 
ing firms capitalize on plentiful 
public grant funding. G.W. Schulz, 
an investigative journalist who 
tracks homeland security spend- 
ing, notes that agencies can apply 
for a dizzying array of federal 
grant programs, often without 
notifying local government offi- 
cials about how grant funds are 

used.? 0 The DOJ’s Office of Justice 
Programs offers funding opportunities 
for counterterrorism training.? 1 DHS 
maintains a list of peer-reviewed private 
courses eligible for use with grant funds 
administered by the National Training 
and Education Center (NTED), a sub-divi- 
sion of the DHS’ Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA). This qual- 
ity control mechanism is an exception to 
the rule;? 2 recipients of such federal grant 
programs may contract with private train- 
ing firms of their choice and are often not 
required to report so much as the names of 
companies used to train their personnel.?? In 
addition to widespread quality control and 
transparency shortcomings of federal and 
other government programs, our investiga- 
tion revealed examples of actual or perceived 
conflicts of interest, including the use of 
DHS and other public agency logos to pro- 
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mote private training events that were disavowed by 
those very agencies. 34 

The resources available to underwrite private, 
unregulated training firms are substantial. Two grant 
programs that support training programs — the State 
Homeland Security Program (SHSP) and Urban 
Areas Security Initiative (UASI) — made $1.67 billion 
available to states in 2010. 35 

Homeland Security Grant Program funds are 
awarded to State Administrative Agencies or local 
and county governments which, in turn, sub-grant or 
award funds to sub-recipient vendors. 36 In order for a 
private vendor to receive such federal funds, its 
course must be approved by the DHS-affiliated State 
Administrative Agency. FEMA maintains a list of 
Federal-sponsored courses that fall within the mis- 
sion of preparing state and local personnel to pre- 
vent, protect against, respond to, or recover from acts 
of terrorism. FEMA’s NTED sub-division and its state 
administrative counterparts constantly review pro- 
posed trainings that are not provided by FEMA. 3 ? 
None of the courses identified in this report, such as 
courses related to “radical Islam” or “jihadist doctrine” 
were listed in the Federal or State-sponsored course 
catalogs as of November 2010.” 38 

Government standards for homeland security 
professionals’ certification appear undefined. The 
Counter-Terrorism Training Coordination Working 
Group convened by the U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs promotes training oppor- 
tunities offered by both the federal government and 
by private for-profit and non-profit organizations. 
The Working Group’s website promoted all three of 
the conferences where PRA investigators witnessed 
problematic speakers. 351 

International Counter-Terrorism Officers 
Association (ICTOA) 

T he ICTOA is a New York-based nonprofit associ- 
ation established by members of the New York 
Police Department and is comprised of law enforce- 
ment personnel, firefighters, military, first respon- 
ders, private/corporate security, and other related 
professionals. Its mission is to provide “first respon- 
ders with the skills-set required to identify, detect, 
deter, and when necessary, respond to a terrorist 
attack.” 40 

Since its founding in 2002, ICTOA has been led 
by Executive Director Brian J. Corrigan, an active 
counterterrorism coordinator and commanding offi- 
cer with the New York City Police Department who 
holds the rank of Lieutenant Special Assignment. 41 



With a reported annual budget of under $100,000, 
ICTOA reaches the law enforcement community 
through seminars, an annual conference, and its 
newsletter, Counter-Terrorism Quarterly . 42 ICTOA 
members also receive Security Solutions 
International (SSI)’s The Counter Terrorist magazine 
for free. 

Past speakers at ICTOA’s annual conference 
include founder and president of the Union of 
Former Muslims Mark Gabriel and Sam Kharoba, 
president of Counter Terrorism Operations Center, 
LLC, a Florida-based private training firm. Gabriel, 
who was invited to speak to the group’s 6th Annual 
Conference in 2008 on “The Mindset of the Islamic 
Terrorist,” is known for his conclusion that followers 
of Islam, if they truly understand the religious, can- 
not coexist peacefully with non-believers. 43 Kharoba, 
a software developer born and raised in Jordan who 
now trains law enforcement, was invited to speak at 
ICTOA’s 7th Annual Conference (2009) at Disney 
World. Kharoba spoke to ICTOA’s audience on three 
topics: “Understanding Sharia Law and Militant 
Ideology,” “Developing Intelligence Assets within 
Arabic/Muslim/Middle Eastern Communities,” and 
“Militant Islamist Signs and Indicators — Differ- 
encing Moderate Muslims from Extremist.” 44 
Following his 2009 speaking engagement, Kharoba 
led a series of seminars in summer 2010 for more 
than fifty employees of the Pasco County Sheriff’s 
Office in Florida. 45 

ICTOA’s 2010 annual conference was promoted 
by the federal government at counterterrorismtrain- 
ing. gov and by private universities that offer coun- 
terterrorism certification, such as St. Leo’s University. 

About one hundred peace officers from the 
United States, Canada, and New Zealand attended 
the 8th Annual International Counter-Terrorism 
Officers Association Conference. 46 The event was 
held from October 19 to 21, 2010 at the Flamingo Las 
Vegas, and included government and industry regu- 
lars; the FBI staffed a table on site. 

Conference speakers came from a range of agen- 
cies and organizations including Stephen Landman 
of the Investigative Project, the FBI’s Jason Truppi, 
and keynote speaker Walid Shoebat who leads the 
Forum for Middle East Understanding (FFMU). 
During Shoebat’s October 20, 2010 presentation to 
law enforcement officers attending ICTOA’s annual 
conference, he claimed that the Islamic Society of 
North America (ISNA) and Council of American 
Islamic Relations (CAIR) are “the terrorist arms of 
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the lawmaker: Sharia, Koran and Hadif.” According 
to Shoebat, 

They collectively believe that the state was 
erected by Mohammed in Medina and he 
was persecuted. The Muslims moved in to 
the Jewish city and they all became Muslim 
Immigrants. They shared the wealth, which 
is socialist. Islamic equals Socialist ideolo- 
gies. Progressives agree with the Islamic 
concepts. Islam equals socialist. Islam 
believes that there is no life at conception. 
Muslims bank on progressives to advance 
the teachings at the university. The Koran, 
the Big Bang Theory. They collaborate to 
defend the Islamist Slick Willies. They have 
infiltrated from the Muslim Brotherhood. 47 

In his well-received six hour presentation on 
“The Jihad Mindset and How to Defeat it: Why We 
Want to Kill You,” Shoebat described Islamists as 
violent extremists and pedophiles. One conference 



participant from the Southern Nevada Fusion Center 
told a PRA investigator in attendance that Shoebat’s 
presentation was “spot on.” The staffer continued, 
saying that government officials should be saying 
the same things as Shoebat, but they will not due to 
fear of “political correctness.” 

The predominantly male audience also included 
George D. Little, Director of the Institute for 
Criminal Justice Studies at Texas State University, 
who responded by saying, “I’m confounded. I’m not 
sure what the answer is. I served twenty years for the 
United Nations and now I’m at Texas State 
University. Maybe it is to kill them.” 48 

Audience members included Alabama Fusion 
Center analyst Sean P. Collins, representatives from 
Nevada area Fusion Centers (Carson City), Henley- 
Putnam University, U.S. Marines, 
and U.S. Army, California 
Highway Patrol, San Diego Police 
Department and San Diego 
Sheriff’s Office. PRA’s investigator 
also noted that in attendance was 
Sandra Manderson, superintend- 
ent, New Zealand Police Attache to 
the USA, Canada, and South 
America. 

Other presentations at 
ICTOA’s annual conference 
included one from the Terrorist 
Screening Center geared to the beat officer. The pres- 
entation warned officers that possessing a library 
card could be grounds for suspicion of terrorism; for 
example, an officer might infer the person used a 
library card to anonymize his or her communica- 
tions. Examples of methods to identify a “person of 
interest” included inferring an individual’s Arabic 
descent or survivalist inclinations from viewing food- 
stuffs wrapped in an Arabic language newspaper. 

Weeks after the 2010 conference, the I CTO A 
helped organize a “competing memorial service” for 
victims of Major Nidal Malki Hasan’s tragic shooting 
spree at Fort Hood, Texas in November 2010, billing 
their event as an alternative to the official “politically 
correct” memorial held on November 5 ICTOA co- 
sponsored the event with Cl Centre faculty member 
Stephen Coughlin, Walid Shoebat’s Forum for 
Middle East Understanding, and Jihad Watch director 
Robert Spencer. The Killeen, Texas, Chamber of 
Commerce issued a letter to its members stating that 
they did not support the ICTOA event.? 0 
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Security Solutions International, LLC (SSI) 

S ecurity Solutions International, LLC (SSI) is a 
Miami-based privately-held training and commu- 
nications company with wide reach into the home- 
land security field. SSI’s carefully crafted image as a 
“hands-on” training provider masks its ideological 
agenda, while it trades on the reputation of Israeli 
counterterrorism expertise by using Israeli veterans 
as trainers. SSI employs an aggressive, entrepreneur- 
ial approach to training law 
enforcement professionals. SSI 
has trained over seven hundred 
law enforcement agencies since 
2004. The company’s publication. 
The Counter Terrorist magazine, 
has a claimed subscriber base of 
15,000, with further exposure to 
65,000 homeland security profes- 
sionals.? 1 

SSI recently created a digital 
training network for first respon- 
ders; Homeland Security Network, 
LLC, is an “intelligence and communication network 
for homeland security” produced by SSI president 
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Henry Morgenstern with the goal of reaching more 
than 3 million personnel. The network aims to supply 
interactive training and open source intelligence 
through a web portal delivered through secure 
channels.? 2 

SSI taps into public funds for its trainings 
through Urban Areas Security Initiative (UASI) 
grants and FEMA-issued state grant money; the com- 
pany also markets emergency management-related 
products for purchase by homeland security and 
police agencies. It is the sole source provider for U- 
Tarps (a self-adhering laminate roof tarp), Floodsax (a 
sandless sandbag), and Elmridge Protection Products 
(which sells an Evacuation Fire Escape Hood). 53 

Courses and Trainings 

SSI’s seminars for peace officers include courses 
that train professionals to secure maritime facilities 
and respond to mass casualty incidents like disasters 
and school shootings, as well as courses and semi- 
nars that evince a pronounced ideological agenda, 
notably courses on “The Islamic Jihadist Threat,” 
“Jihad 2.0,” and a conference entitled, “Allah in 
America.” During a course on “Middle Eastern 
Culture and Terrorism,” instructors devote time to 
teach police about alleged Islamic conspiracies like 
the “Legal Wing of Jihad in America.” SSI’s go-to 
“expert” on Islam, Long Beach Police Department 
Detective Ebrahim Ashabi, augmented his teaching 
with videos of terrorists beheading a hostage at a 
2009 keynote address at TREXPO West, a confer- 
ence sponsored by Police magazine. SSI officials 
claim their courses “stress that racial, ethnic, or reli- 
gious profiling is wrong but also poor counter terror- 
ism technique.” 5 ? 

S S I claims to teach first responders to protect all 
Americans, and maintains that they train to avoid 
ethnic and racial stereotypes. Morgenstern defended 
Ashabi’s actions at the conference, saying “[Ashabi’s] 
presenting a very coherent program. Unfortunately, 
you know, the members of CAIR do not like the fact 
that he’s showing Americans being beheaded and 
issues like this which are very fundamental to under- 
standing the threat.” Morgenstern told a talk show 
host, 

Our course deepens a police officer’s, or in 
this case a port officer’s, understanding of 
what radical Islam is, as opposed to the 
Islamic faith. And I think it emphasizes the 
fact that we’re talking about a threat to the 
world which is... you know, this is substanti- 
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ated by acts, not by my imagination. I 
mean, if you look at incidents in the United 
States, [like shootings in malls and Jewish 
centers], are all believers or converts to rad- 
ical Islam . 55 

Following civil liberties advocates’ criticism of 
SSI’s courses on “Radical Islamic Culture” in 2008, 
SSI intensified its promotions for the course. SSI 
Chief Executive Officer Solomon Bradman respond- 
ed to criticism by saying, “I can’t take the responsibil- 
ity of my course linking their religion [Islam] to 
terrorism. I think their religion got linked to terror- 
ism a long time ago.” 56 SSI planned to expand the 
reach of its “Islamic Jihadist Threat” seminar, holding it 
in even more venues, including Detroit, Minneapolis, 
Washington, DC, Dallas, Kansas, and Boston. 

Morgenstern has also faulted the federal govern- 
ment for advocating “peer-group-reviewed scholarly 
training. ”57 Peer review is widely accepted as a 
method for maintaining standards, improving per- 
formance, and establishing credibility in most indus- 
tries and professions. Morgensterrfs statement that 
“all our people are hands on trainers, they’re not aca- 
demics ”? 8 raises concerns that SSI’s analysis of the 
causes of terrorism and similar topics may not be 
tested against rigorous research studies. 



The Counter Terrorist 
Magazine 

The Counter Terrorist 
magazine, part of SSI’s 
media offerings that include 
a bi-weekly newsletter and 
webinars, was launched in 
2008 at the ICTOA’s 
Annual Conference in San 
Antonio, Texas. 59 Marketed 
as the official journal of the 
homeland security profes- 
sional, The Counter Terrorist 
has approximately 15,000 
subscribers, and reaches 
thousands more through 
distribution at industry 
conferences. Morgenstern 
said in 2007 that he hoped 
the magazine would offer 
advertisers such as Protec- 
tive Systems and Adams 
Industries the opportunity 
to speak to a “hard-to-reach 
industry.” 60 The Counter Terrorist increased its sub- 
scriber base by 25 percent and its advertising rev- 
enues by 30 percent in 2009. 61 

The Counter Terrorist’s coverage includes infra- 
structure protection, school shooting threat assess- 
ments, intelligence gathering and what SSI calls “the 
Radical Islamic Threat.” Articles like “U.S. Prison 
Recruitment for Jihad” — a piece by M. Zuhdi Jasser 
and Raphael Shore, founder of the Clarion Fund, a 
nonprofit organization “that aims to alert Americans 
about the real threat of Radical Islam” — reinforce an 
image of Muslims as menacing militant fundamen- 
talists. 62 The magazine’s regular inclusion of such 
articles allows the publication to function as a cre- 
dentialed law enforcement outlet for authors who 
exaggerate and distort terrorist threats. 

SSI’s Professional Conferences 

These events give participants the opportunity to 
network with fellow professionals and experts on 
security topics. They also provide a stage to promote 
a political agenda that exaggerates threats and paints 
Muslim-American groups as supporters of terrorism. 
This year’s annual convention was kicked off by 
SSI President Henry Morgenstern, who authored a 
chapter on “Global Jihad” for his textbook on suicide 
attacks. 
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Cl Centre posits radical 
Islam as a new global 
ideological menace on 
the order of the old 
communist threat from 
the Soviet Union. 



SSI also organized an “Allah 
in America Day” as part of its 3rd 
Annual Gulf Coast Terrorism 
Prevention Conference, spon- 
sored by the Sarasota Sheriff’s 
Office, with “Allah” supplanting 
“Islamic Jihadism” as the named 
threat in this 2008 conference. 63 
“Allah in America” featured 
speaker Andrew Whitehead, 
whose group, Anti-CAIR, claims 
that “the Council on American- 
Islamic Relations, CAIR, is a 
clear and present danger to our 
Constitution and our way of 
life.” 6 * 

This year, SSI moved its 
annual Gulf Coast Terrorism 
Prevention conference from 
Sarasota, Florida to Las Vegas, 

Nevada “due to high demand .” 6 5 
In fact, the event did sell out, with nearly 300 repre- 
sentatives from law enforcement and federal agen- 
cies attending. 66 

SSI provides speakers to a 
wide variety of law enforcement 
and professional associations, 
including: National Latino Peace 
Officers Association Dallas, 
California Association of Hostage 
Negotiators (2010-Radical Islam), 
Riverside County Gang Investi- 
gators Association 6 ? (2008- 
Radical Islam), California Narcotics 
Officers Association, 68 South West Homeland 
Security Conference Phoenix, Minnesota Sympo- 
sium on Terrorism and Emergency Preparedness, 6 ? 
POLICE-TREXPO West (2010), GovSec /U.S. Law, 
Homeland Security Management Institute, and 
National Urban Areas Security Initiative (UASI) 
Conference. 70 

SSI Sponsorships 

SSI has claimed conference sponsorship by 
prominent governmental agencies, though several 
reports suggest SSI may display agency logos to lend 
the appearance of credentialing, even if the company 
lacks express authority to do so. 

The official seal of the U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS) was prominently embla- 
zoned on the website for SSI’s 2010 Homeland 



Attendees of SSI’s 2010 Homeland Security Professionals Conference observe a pres- 
entation by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security Science & Technology Division. 

“Homeland Security Professionals Conference & Expo in Las Vegas a Big Success,” Security Solutions International. 



Security Professionals Conference where DHS was 
identified as a “Silver Sponsor.” 71 Although represen- 
tatives of the DHS Division of Science and 
Technology participated in the conference, officials 
from the DHS Office of Civil Rights and Civil 
Liberties said that DHS did not sponsor the confer- 
ence or give SSI permission to use its logo. 72 

Likewise, in May 2010, SSI displayed the badge of 
the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority 
Transit Police on print and online advertising for a 
course on “Middle Eastern Culture and Terrorist 
Strategies.” MBTA Transit Police Deputy Chief 
Donald O’Connor told Political Research Associates 
that the MBTA had no formal agreement with SSI; 
rather, it allowed SSI to hold its training at the MBTA’s 
Quincy academy in exchange for a few free seats. 73 

The Centre for Counterintelligence and 
Security Studies (Cl Centre) 

With a staff full of veteran Cold War intelligence 
officers, Cl Centre, a for-profit company based in 
Alexandria, Virginia, posits radical Islam as a new 
global ideological menace on the order of the old 
communist threat from the Soviet Union. Cl Centre 
offers “in-depth and relevant education, training and 
analysis on counterintelligence, counterterrorism 
and security.” 7 * Its highly-credentialed staff of “sea- 
soned veterans” demonstrates extensive experience 
with the Federal Bureau of Investigation, Central 
Intelligence Agency, the Defense Department, 
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The Centre for Counterintelligence and 
Security Studies (“Cl Centre), a for-profit com- 
pany based in Alexandria, VA, offers over fifty 
commercial off-the-shelf training courses that 
law enforcement, policy, industry, or intelli- 
gence organizations can purchase. It trains 
“approximately 8,000 students per year and 
have provided training to approximately 
67,500 students in the past eleven years,” the 
majority of whom are “current employees of 
the U.S. national security community.” 

Cl Centre Store, www.cafepress.com 



Military Intelligence, and the Royal 
Canadian Mounted Police. 

Cl Centre is operated by its finance 
manager and president, David G. Major, 
who founded the company in 1997. Of 
the groups profiled in this report, Cl 
Centre possesses the most “main- 
stream” image and bona fides. It is the 
largest entity and exhibits close ties to 
the federal law enforcement and intelli- 
gence establishment. It is a subsidiary 
of David G. Major Associates, Inc. 

(DGMA), which does business as Cl 
Centre . 75 DGMA’s website describes 
Major’s background in senior intelli- 
gence and security circles: 

Mr. Major is a retired, senior FBI 
Supervisory Special Agent who spent his 
career (1970-1994) working, supervising, 
and managing counterintelligence and 
counterterrorism cases. Since 1976, he has 
become a nationally recognized counterin- 
telligence educator and speaker to govern- 
ment and corporate audiences. During the 
Reagan administration, Mr. Major was 
appointed the first Director of Counter- 
intelligence Programs to the National 
Security Council staff. Mr. Major briefed 
and advised President Reagan, Intelligence 
Community leaders, and cabinet secre- 
taries on counterintelligence policy and 
operational matters . 76 

Cl Centre is a corporate member of the 
Association of Former Intelligence Officers (AFIO), a 
conservative organization founded in 1975 by CIA 
officer David Atlee Phillips; Major sits on its Board. 77 

According to Major, the Cl Centre trains “approx- 
imately 8,000 students per year and provided train- 
ing to approximately 67,500 students in the past n 
years,” the majority of whom are “current employees 
of the U.S. national security community.” 78 The Cl 
Centre’s Training Academy offers over fifty commer- 
cial off-the-shelf training courses that law enforce- 
ment, policy, industry, or intelligence organizations 
can purchase. The Cl Centre offers federal government 
employees a reduced rate and free classes through 
the General Services Administration (GSA), an inde- 
pendent agency of the U.S. government that supplies 
products to federal employees. Course offerings 
range from counterintelligence strategy and skills 



training to security awareness and 
investigations. 

The Cl Centre called its course “Global Jihadist 
Threat Doctrine” “powerful” and “eye-opening,” say- 
ing that the course “will completely change the way 
[attendees] do their job.” 7 ? As detailed in the 
Introduction to this report, Cl Centre denied our 
request to review course materials and observe the 

WHAT SATISFIED CUSTOMERS OF Cl CENTRE'S COURSE 
361 ON "GLOBAL JIHADIST THREAT DOCTRINE" SAY 

"A true wake-up call to the fact that the threat is 
NOT just an overt attack from armed terrorists 
but a subtle threat of subversion of our own 
system to use against us. Truly scary s— I" 

"An eye-opener. Especially how many Muslim 
Brotherhood front organizations there are and 
that the government doesn't get it." 

"I never realized how much Europe (especially 
England) and the U.S. has [sic] bowed to the 
demands of Muslims and Islam." 

"Thank you for enlightening us about the hijack- 
ing of Middle Eastern programs at colleges 
and universities - this will make me think twice 
about the bias graduates of those programs 
bring to the job." 

"The doctrine's ideology is the threat - terrorism 
is a side effect." 

"This has changed my views on the compatibili- 
ty of Islam and democracy. Sharia law says 
they cannot co-exist... I will be more vocal to 
prevent the passage of laws in American [sic] 
that effectively submit to Islam." 

Cl Centre, “Read what attendees say about this course:” 
http://www.cicentre.com/?page=36i (retrieved Feb. 15, 2011) 
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Tawfik Hamid, a self-described “Muslim reformer” discusses 
Cl Centre’s Course #361 on "Global Jihadist Threat Doctrine.” 



Image captured from “ABC's Test for Radical Islam by Cl Centre Professor Dr. Tawfik 
Hamid” on Cl Centre Channel, YouTube. 



training. Cl Centre’s course description, feedback 
from attendees, and statements of trainers all suggest 
that “Global Jihadist Threat Doctrine” uses a Cold 
War framework and substitutes the threat of com- 
munist aggression with a new existential threat based 
on religion. The main themes evident in presenta- 
tions by Cl Centre trainers Walid Phares, Stephen 
Coughlin, Tawfik Hamid, and Clare Lopez, as well as 
in articles or books by these individuals, raise serious 
concerns about the content of the Cl Centre’s instruc- 
tion to public servants. 

The Cl Centre’s description of this course hints 
at the group’s signature approach — the application of 
Cold War analytical models to explain Islamic- 
inspired terrorism: 

In all wars and conflicts, the 
doctrines of the enemy are 
studied in order to defeat 
them. During the Cold War, 
the Soviet Threat Doctrine — 
their ideology — was exten- 
sively studied by all levels of 
Western intelligence profes- 
sionals, the military services 
and policymakers. They read 
the writings of Communist 
founders and leaders such as 
Marx and Lenin. They stud- 
ied Soviet statements and sources. They 
knew Soviet history, ideology and goals. 

They understood the threat. Now, a new 
threat doctrine, the Global Jihadist Threat 
Doctrine, demands our attention. We must 
study and know this doctrine as much as 
we studied and knew the Soviet Doctrine. 80 

This five-day course costs public agencies 
$39,280, or $23,000 for three-days, for up to thirty 
students (a 14% discount is available through the 
GSA). 81 “Global Jihadist Threat Doctrine” covers 
“what [Jihadists] believe, who they are learning their 
beliefs from, the roots of their beliefs, their world- 
view, and why their ideology has such a strong, moti- 
vating hold on them.” 82 In addition, “the concepts of 
taqiyya and deception are covered including cases of 
infiltration by Jihadists and what this means to inves- 
tigators.” 8 ! Students are taught about Muslim 
Brotherhood front organizations, the history and doc- 
trine of the Islamic faith and law, and how Middle 
Eastern programs at colleges and universities are 
“hijacked” to influence how Americans interpret 



Islam. 8 4 Counterterrorism professionals learn “ [t]he 
true history of Islam” and how “jihad is not an ‘inner 
struggle’ as the Islamic movement would like for us 
to believe.” 85 Attendees of the “Global Jihadist Threat 
Doctrine” have heaped praise on Tawfik Hamid, 
Walid Phares, and Stephen Coughlin for the course 
teachings. 

According to Islam 101 by Gregory Davis — a 
book recommended by Cl Centre to participants of 
this course — taqiyya, or religious deception, is “sys- 
tematic lying to the infidel.” 86 Davis asserts that a 
“state of war” exists between the Muslim and non- 
Muslim world, and alleges that “the parroting by 
Muslim organizations throughout dar al-harb [gener- 
ally speaking, non-Muslim world] that ‘Islam is a reli- 
gion of peace,’ or that the origins of Muslim violence 
lie in the unbalanced psyches of particular individual 
‘fanatics,’ must be considered as disinformation 
intended to induce the infidel world to let down its 
guard.” 8 ? Davis recognizes that individual Muslims 
“may genuinely regard their religion as ‘peaceful’ — 
but only insofar as they are ignorant of its true teach- 
ings.” 88 Davis projects a conspiracist view of a secret 
war in which Muslims are either bent on destruction 
of the West or ignorant of the evils or obligations of 
their faith. 

The Cl Centre covers the “Muslim Brotherhood’s 
covert influence operations against the West includ- 
ing front groups and agents of influence.” 89 While 
teaching in-depth how “Islamic Sharia Law” operates 
“as the main guide to Jihadists” and “differs from the 
U.S. Constitution,” Cl Centre faculty discuss the con- 
cept of Professional Responsibility “to emphasize the 
need for professionals to have a deep, comprehensive 



By presenting 
themselves as law 
enforcement and 
intelligence specialists, 
these organizations and 
spokespeople lend 
their credentials to 
religious bigotry. 
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and realistic understanding of the modern-day 
Jihadist movement (mindset and motivation) in 
order to successfully conduct their job, plan strategy 
and formulate policy. ” 9 ° 

The Cl Centre operates a training academy 
where counterterrorism professionals can learn from 
prominent faculty members, such as Walid Phares, a 
contributor to Christian Broadcast News and Fox 
News and the author of three books since September 
nth, including Future Jihad: Terrorist Strategies 
Against America (2005); and Clare Lopez, a retired 
Central Intelligence Agency officer, currently a prin- 
cipal of the Iran Policy Committee, a hard line mili- 
taristic group in Washington calling for regime 
change in Iran. 

In settings beyond the Cl Centre courses, Walid 
Phares, Clare Lopez, Nonie Darwish, Tawfik Hamid, 
and Stephen Coughlin regular- 
ly appear on both right-wing 
talk shows and mainstream 
news programs, publish 
books, speak at intelligence 
community seminars, and 
present at conferences. For 
example, David Major and 
Tawfik Hamid appeared at the 
Kansas Homeland Security 
Summit in December 2009; 

Stephen Coughlin presented 
“Jihad: The Political Third 
Rail” at the 2010 Conservative Political Action 
Conference. 91 

The Cl Centre’s high profile faculty members 
attract media attention as experts while forging con- 
nections with senior thinkers from neoconservative 
foundations, many of whom join the Cl Centre on its 
annual “Spy Cruise.” On the Cl Centre’s espionage- 



themed cruise, passengers can sail the Caribbean and 
discuss “everything you wanted to know about intelli- 
gence” along with dozens of former spies. 92 An 
avenue for showcasing the Cl Centre’s close relation- 
ship with the American security apparatus, the 
November 2010 cruise booked former Congress- 
person and CIA Director Porter Goss, who was slated 
to discuss how “Radical Fundamentalism and (Judeo- 
Christian) Western Civilization are Irreconcilable.” 
Former CIA Director Michael Hayden was also 
scheduled to be aboard the annual charity boat trip. 
These cruises began in 2002 to raise money for the 
CIA Officers Memorial Foundation. 9 ^ 

Credentialing Religious Bigotry 

Each of these organizations occupies a different 
niche in the counterterrorism training industry. 
Although different from each other in many regards, 
all three groups, or their affil- 
iated trainers and spokespeo- 
ple, propagate dangerous 
Islamophobic themes and 
stories to personnel charged 
with public safety and nation- 
al security. By presenting 
themselves as law enforce- 
ment and intelligence spe- 
cialists, these organizations 
and spokespeople lend their 
credentials to religious big- 
otry. The problem of private 
sector provision of Islamophobic training to public 
servants is not limited to these three groups. 
Additional research, including vigilance on the part 
of federal and local government agencies, is needed 
in order to define and address its full dimensions. 




Since 2002, the Cl Centre has sponsored an espi- 
onage-themed Caribbean cruise with dozens of former 
intelligence agency employees. 



Elise Cooper, "CIA Sets Sail on Spy Cruise,” NewsReal Blog (Aug. 21, 2010). 
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I n 2010, opposition to the Park^i Islamic 
Community Center proposed in Manhattan 
exposed disturbing levels of Islamophobia in public 
discourse. In Lower Manhattan, protestors carried 
signs with “Sharia Law” written as though dripping 
in blood. One measure of the heightened hysteria is 
that neo-conservative Frank Gaffney and right-wing 
blogger and activist Pamela Geller even accused the 
Conservative Political Action Conference of infiltra- 
tion by the Muslim Brotherhood. 94 

Such alarming Islamophobic messages bare 
striking resemblance to the Islamophobic frames 
PRA has identified in public statements by trainers 
associated with the firms profiled in this report. 

Private counterterrorism training courses them- 
selves are difficult to assess because their private sta- 
tus shields them from public scrutiny, similar to 
private industry’s vast role in the national security 
apparatus as a whole . ^ The heightened secrecy asso- 
ciated with counterintelligence techniques, plus 
asserted commercial interests in protecting the pro- 
prietary nature of instruction also inhibit public 
access. The conclusions of this report are, therefore, 
ultimately limited by the lack of access to the full cur- 
riculum of any of the firms profiled herein. 

Nevertheless, PRA has examined videos, tran- 
scripts, articles, and books by the speakers and 
instructors used by these groups. These extra-curric- 
ular materials echo, complement, and reinforce 
PRA’s firsthand observations, such as statements by 
the Cl Centre’s own evidently-satisfied customers, 
videos by select speakers on the firm’s YouTube chan- 
nel, and the company’s own descriptions of its course 
material. Our investigators attended conferences 
sponsored by ICTOA and SSL One investigator 
observed a brief public speech by SSI’s expert on 
Islam, Det. Ebrahim Ashabi, but did not witness 
SSI’s full seminar. Based upon these observations, 
PRA discovered five Islamophobic frames that per- 
meate right-wing messaging on counterterrorism. 
These frames are described in a later section of this 
report. The speakers described below used such lan- 
guage in their conference and off-site remarks. 



Mark A. Gabriel - ICTOA guest speaker 

Mark A. Gabriel (adopted name) 
spoke on “Culture Clash” and the 
“Mindset of the Islamic Terrorist” 
at ICTOA’s 6 th annual conven- 
tion in 2008. Gabriel is the 
founder and president of the 
Union of Former Muslims. He is 
a former Imam and lecturer at Al- 
Azhar University in Egypt who, following his conver- 
sion to Christianity, now authors books and delivers 
lectures that are severely critical of Islam. Gabriel 
contends that Islam is inherently bigoted: “Islam is 
full of discrimination — against women, against non- 
Muslims, against Christians and most especially 
against Jews. Hatred is built into the religion.” 96 
Gabriel describes Muslims as falling into one of three 
groups: secular (rejecting jihad and following only 
parts of the religion), traditional (who have a stum- 
bling block with the concept of jihad), and funda- 
mentalist (those who perpetrate terrorism and 
hatred ). 97 However, the ultimate goal of Islam is to 
establish Islamic authority over the entire world, 
argues Gabriel, and Muslim spokespersons who 
falsely present Islam as a “religion of peace” are dis- 
torting the truth to make it palatable to Western ears 
and also with a view to attracting possible converts. 

Adoption of the Christian faith, argues Gabriel, 
is the only solution capable of fully addressing the 
security challenges posed by Islam: “Political and 
military actions have a role to play, but they will not 
take this evil away. There is only One to rescue us: He 
is the source of peace and the prince of peace, the 
Lord Jesus Christ.” 98 This point is further empha- 
sized with regard to the context of the Israeli- 
Palestinian Conflict: “No political or military power 
can bring reconciliation between Muslim Arabs and 
Jews except for the blood of Jesus Christ.”" 

While Gabriel calls for dialogue with the Muslim 
community, it is difficult to reconcile this suggestion 
with his broader conclusion that Islam, properly 
understood, is incapable of a peaceful co-existence 
with non-believers. Those who do not accept Islam, 
he argues, must be killed based on the commands of 
jihad. 100 He stresses the centrality of deception as a 
tool of war in Muslim’s belief system. Gabriel trades 
on his status as a “former Muslim,” which lends his 
decidedly unorthodox interpretations of Islam an air 
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of authenticity, at least to audiences pre-disposed to 
believe Islam is “evil.” 

David Gaubatz - SSI guest speaker 

a David Gaubatz, the star speaker at 
SSI’s 2010 convention, is a for- 
mer civilian staffer of the U.S. Air 
Force Office of Special 
Investigations and fluent Arabic 
speaker. He built a career post- 
9/11 alleging that Muslim civil 
rights organizations are actually 
secret terrorist front groups. He began his October 27 
lecture at SSI’s 2010 conference with the bold state- 
ment, “CAIR is a terrorist organization. And I’m not 
saying that because I have a political agenda. This is 
not about politics, not about being a Republican or a 
Democrat. Everything I say here today and everything 
contained in my book is backed up with evidence.” 101 
Credible news organizations have found the evi- 
dentiary basis of Gaubatz’ sometimes astonishing 
claims to be lacking. He was the source for a 2007 
piece for the British magazine Spectator wherein he 
claimed to have personally found bunkers where 
Saddam’s elusive weapons of mass destruction were 
stored in Iraq, but “the [Bush] administration failed 
to act on his information, ‘lost’ his classified reports 
and is now doing everything it can to prevent disclo- 
sure of the terrible fact that, through its own incom- 
petence, it allowed Saddam’s WMD to end up in the 
hands of the very terrorist states against whom it is so 
controversially at war.” Gaubatz claims Saddam’s 
WMD are now in the hands of Syria and the world 
has been fooled into believing that he had none. 102 
The Bush administration told Congress, the United 
Nations, and the American public that Iraq possessed 
significant stores of WMD in violation of UN 
Resolutions and was poised to use them to justify the 
2002 invasion of Iraq. 

In 2006-2007, Gaubatz directed the Society of 
Americans for National Existence (SANE), where he 
launched a project called “Mapping Sharia in 
America” with the aim of creating a comprehensive 
map of every mosque and Islamic school in the 
United States. 103 SANE, which is led by lawyer David 
Yerushalmi, proposed a law to forbid entry into the 
U.S. by Muslims who follow Sharia law, stating, 
“Adherence to Shari’a is prima facie evidence of an act 
in support of the overthrow of the U.S. Government.” 
The law would make it a felony punishable by 20 
years in prison to “to knowingly act in furtherance of, 



or to support the, adherence to Shari’a.” 104 

In Muslim Mafia: Inside the Secret Underworld 
that’s Conspiring to Islamize America, his book with 
coauthor Paul Sperry, Gaubatz claims to provide a 
“clear road map to the criminal conspiracy by CAIR, 
the Islamic Society of North America, and other out- 
wardly benign Muslim organizations to support vio- 
lent jihad and undermine law enforcement — with 
the ultimate goal of ‘eliminating and destroying’ 
American society ‘from within.’” 103 In his talk on 
“Inside Islamic Based Terrorist Organizations,” 
Gaubatz endorsed counterintelligence operations 
against American civil rights organizations, Muslim 
groups, and mosques, even when no specific facts 
indicate that a crime is being committed. 

Gaubatz had five researchers work undercover 
with CAIR for six months, three of whom were 
women who wore Muslim garb. Gaubatz described 
how he directed his associates to act “Sharia compli- 
ant,” such as having the men grow beards, but not 
mustaches. One of Gaubatz’ undercover agents, his 
son Chris, worked as security for one of CAIR’s ban- 
quets. Although Chris submitted himself to a con- 
version ceremony to express his devotion to Islam, he 
worked alongside many non-Muslim interns at 
CAIR’s national office. Gaubatz also sent an individ- 
ual pretending to be blind into CAIR; of the move, he 
said, “We knew the mindset of its executive leaders 
and we have 12,000 documents. CAIR gets hundreds 
of thousands of dollars from Saudi Arabia to carry 
out treason and sedition here in the U.S.” loS Gaubatz’ 
evidence for this alleged treason apparently will be 
published as part of a 23-part comic-book-style maga- 
zine series. 10 ? 

CAIR sued over the theft of the records, and a 
judge ordered Gaubatz to return them in November 
2009 while the case is being considered. The FBI 
then demanded the records under a grand jury sub- 
poena. 108 

It is unclear whether the records Gaubatz’ agents 
took from the CAIR offices support his most damn- 
ing accusations of the organization as a front group 
for terrorists. Although Muslim Mafia promised to 
unveil “whoppers” detailing the criminal conspiracy 
alleged by Gaubatz and Sperry, its viewpoint is tinted 
by Islamophobia. Gaubatz reads sinister intent into 
the ordinary actions of an advocacy group. Filing a 
legal appeal means “trying to spring [someone] from 
prison.” 10 ® Advising a legal client to exercise his con- 
stitutional right to remain silent becomes “secretly 
coaching terrorism suspects and witnesses to with- 
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